LAW "REVIEWS"? THE CHANGING ROLES OF LAW SCHOOLS AND THE PUBLICATIONS THEY SPONSOR
Law reviews have complex and changing missions. They began as genuine reviews of current law: digests of areas of law or recent legal developments aimed at alumni and practicing lawyers more generally. For this function, citation accuracy and appropriate reliance on authority are central. Thus, insuring the integrity of an article as a report or digest of existing law involves tasks that law students are equipped to learn from and to perform well. Yet this review function has been significantly superseded in the contemporary law academic publishing world for a variety of reasons, not least the easy availability of electronic search engines for lawyers to use in identifying relevant cases themselves but also changing views of the roles of law schools, the nature of legal education, and expectations of law faculty as scholars. Theoretical and interdisciplinary work has become increasingly characteristic of legal scholarship. Even more traditional "doctrinal" scholarship has become increasingly analytical. The appropriate student role in evaluating and editing these types of work is far less clear. Law school education is changing, too, in response to economic pressures and the evolution of the legal profession.
This Essay explores the structure of student editorship in light of the changing missions of law reviews and law schools today. This exploration is very much in the tradition of the early establishment of law reviews, which were seen as a critical component in the social function of law schools and the nature of legal education. Several recent articles have offered heated criticisms of current submission and editorial practices, especially the lack of masked 1 and peer reviewing, the submission cycle and the massive flood of multiple submissions, and editorial processes that are frustrating to both authors and editors alike. While I agree with at least some of these criticisms, I also think that they could gain needed insight and direction from reflection on the roles of law reviews and of law schools in their production and support. I am particularly concerned about how the current structure of legal academic publication distorts the role of scholarship in law schools in relation to both faculty and students. I begin with a hopefully enlightening snapshot comparison of the types of publications found in law reviews before 1900; in the years 1925, 1950, 1975 , and 2000; and in 2015. I then consider the arguments for masked and peer review of these types of publications. Finally, I argue that law schools must play a far more significant role than they now do in consideration of the functions and effects of the law reviews they publish, for their students, their faculty, and the legal world more generally.
I. LAW REVIEWS OVER THE YEARS: A SNAPSHOT
This Section presents an overview of how law reviews and their missions have changed. From their beginnings as legal digests aimed primarily at law school alumni or local practitioners, law reviews now take many forms. Because the universe is so vast, this snapshot is perforce selective, as I explain below.
Methodology-My data set includes the top ten student-edited law reviews as identified on composite score by the law library at Washington and Lee Law School in 2016. 3 I then reviewed articles published before 1900 in the three journals established in the 19th century; articles published in 1925 in the seven journals then in print; and articles published respectively in 1950, 1975, 2000 , and 2015 in all of these journals. I limited my review to publications identified as "articles," including those in symposia; particularly in the early years, many of these were quite short. I did not include book reviews, reprints of occasional speeches, student prize papers, studentauthored publications, or discussions of the state of the legal profession or legal education. I counted articles published in short installments as a single article; some of these were multi-section doctrinal reviews of an area of the law. 4 In addition, I reviewed initial statements of purpose found in some of these law reviews or on their web sites, together with any available changes and commentary over the years.
I classified the articles reviewed as primarily digest, primarily doctrinal, primarily advocacy, primarily legal theory, or primarily interdisciplinary in nature. I defined the categories as follows. I rated an article as primarily digest if it consisted largely of descriptions of one or more cases, statutes, procedures, or legal events such as treaties or wars in a given subject matter or jurisdictional area. I rated an article as primarily doctrinal if it developed systematic claims about the state of legal doctrine in a given area of law, including what the law in the area should be. 5 An article was primarily advocacy if it had the expressed goal of advancing the position of a particular client, interest group, or political actor or party.
6 Advocacy scholarship is difficult to identify without extensive background knowledge of the author; my criterion for this was whether the authorial footnote indicated an advocacy connection or whether such a connection was explicitly stated within the article. The only articles I found explicitly indicating an advocacy relationship were in a symposium in the Columbia Law Review on the law and political parties 7 and an article in the Cornell Law Review 8 by the author of the brief for the petitioner in the Violence Against Women Act case 9 before the Supreme Court. Articles that reflected generally on the nature of law or the legal process I classified as primarily legal theory. Finally, articles that drew significantly on methodologies from other disciplines to the extent that evaluating their scholarship would have required considerable methodological competence in that discipline, I rated as primarily interdisciplinary in nature.
These data are only a snapshot, limited to selected years, selected journals, and my own classificatory judgments. They are presented in chart form in Appendix I. However, I hope they are sufficiently revealing of tectonic shifts in the law review landscape that should inform issues such as whether law reviews use peer review and masked authorship, as well as the roles of law reviews in law schools and legal scholarship.
Law Reviews in the 19th Century-Before 1900, only three of the current top law reviews had begun publishing; the first was the University of Pennsylvania Law Review in 1852, 10 (2000) . I suspect that this methodology significantly undercuts advocacy scholarship. In the early days of law reviews, many of the articles were published by practitioners or by faculty who were also practicing law; it seems likely that many of the articles were written in support of particular clients but this cannot be determined from the articles themselves. Allegations persist that contemporary legal scholarship is deeply intertwined with advocacy in ways that are not made explicit. See 13 In that form, it published abstracts and fuller digests of both American and English decisions, reviews of areas of the law that were not identified by author or only by the author's initials, lectures, notices of new books, and obituaries.
14 It also published occasional short commentaries on the legal profession or discussions of the state of legal education. 15 It began giving full authorial credit in 1871. 16 My classification of articles begins with these fully credited articles and omits very short commentaries even when given authorial credit.
Almost all of the articles in the early days of the University of Pennsylvania Law Review were either primarily digests or primarily doctrinal analysis. These dealt with areas in which the law was developing, from tort actions; 17 to new technologies such as street cars, railroads, 18 and telephones; to labor strikes. 19 Many were penned by practitioners who taught at the law school; the school began transforming to full time faculty when William Draper Lewis became Dean in 1896. 20 There were a few scientific reports about toxicology or blood chemistry but no other contributions that relied on learning from other disciplines. 21 The theoretical articles from this period were commentaries on the nature of law or legal history such as comparisons between civil and common law.
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In its inaugural issue, the Harvard Law Review editorial comment reflected its intended connection to legal education at that institution:
Our object, primarily, is to set forth the work done in the school with which we are connected, to furnish news of interest to those who have studied law in Cambridge, and to give, if possible, to all who are interested in the subject of legal education, some idea of what is done under the Harvard system of instruction.
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Most of the articles published in the early years of Harvard were, like those in Pennsylvania, either primarily digests or doctrinal. Perhaps the most famous of the doctrinal pieces was Warren and Brandeis's "Right to Privacy," 24 but there were many others of note, such as Holmes's two-part analysis of agency 25 and Langdell's multi-part survey of equity jurisdiction that continued over a number of years.
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From the beginning, Harvard also published frequent jurisprudential pieces; Holmes's "The Path of the Law" 27 is the most wellknown example of these but there were also pieces on a wide range of jurisprudential topics such as the role of judicial legislation, 28 the definition of jurisprudential concepts, 29 and various aspects of the development of the common law.
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There was a distinct trend towards more doctrinal and theoretical pieces as the turn of the century approached in both the Pennsylvania and the Harvard reviews; this evolution perhaps explains the apparent greater frequency of these types of articles in the latter publication.
The Yale Law Journal was the third of the student-edited periodicals to appear in the 19th century. Founded by seven students, it too was composed 22 almost entirely of digests and descriptions of particular legal events of note, along with doctrinal analysis. Yale also published occasional general commentaries such as a criticism of then-prevalent law dictionaries for including confusing definitions of non-legal terms. 31 Yale also reprinted one brief filed on behalf of the United States in a case before the Supreme Court.
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One essay published as the Spanish-American War was beginning argued that U.S. "national character" encompasses "[the] duty to sympathize with, and in extreme cases to aid, the struggles of a people resisting atrocious tyranny"; this essay apologized for "departing somewhat from the ordinary range of legal thought . . . in a strictly law journal." 33 Finally, Yale printed an opening address at the meeting of the American Economic Association on the relationship between economic science and government 34 and a history of radicalism and conservatism in American political parties.
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Law Reviews During the 20th Century-By 1925, the Columbia Law Review, the Michigan Law Review, the Georgetown Law Journal, the Cornell Law Quarterly, and the Iowa Law Bulletin had joined the initial three. 36 In its inaugural issue, the Michigan Law Review stated that its purpose was "to give expression to the legal scholarship of the University" along with other service to the profession and reports on developments in jurisprudence-a role it judged was not "quite the purpose" served by other journals then in the field. 37 Cornell, begun in 1915, saw its formation "in the request of our students and in the suggestions of our alumni that the work and interests of the law school be represented by a medium of expression that might periodically reach and be of some service to the hundreds of Cornell lawyers who are widely distributed throughout the country."
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Cornell planned to engage its faculty with its alumni, provide educational benefit and a scholarly experience for students, and foster needed legal reform, all through the lens of a focus on the law of New York.
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At its 100th anniversary, Cornell reaffirmed its support for its 31 contributions to students beyond classroom instruction "to shape legal thinking and practice" and "to publish the works of Cornell Law faculty and students."
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In 1925, although many of the articles remained digests or doctrinal analysis, the reviews were beginning to branch out more extensively into theoretical and interdisciplinary work. Doctrinal work was becoming more common than digests particularly in some of the longer-established law reviews. Articles were longer and there were more of them.
41 Also, many reviews were published by volumes linked to an academic rather than a calendar year, likely reflecting the responsibilities of a group of students for each volume. Penn, in 1925, had a noticeably greater group of theoretical articles than in earlier years, such as several on constitutional theory and a highly abstract article on the concept of an act. 42 A two-part article on maritime law, although largely doctrinal, drew heavily from the economic theories of the day in developing its analysis. 43 Yale had one article on economic theory; 44 nearly all of its other articles were primarily doctrinal rather than digests. At mid-century, law reviews were increasingly shifting towards doctrinal articles over articles that were primarily digests. Digests were largely relegated to student-authored sections consisting of both shorter case descriptions and longer, more analytic contributions. 45 By 1950, Harvard also had a "comment" section for shorter pieces by lawyers or academics discussing legal cases or issues of the day; this section contained pieces that might have been published earlier as articles that were primarily digest in nature. 46 Symposia were also more apparent; for example, in 1950, Iowa had a remarkably prescient fivearticle set of discussions on the need for national health insurance which I have classified as interdisciplinary because of the extent to which it draws on knowledge of the state of health care and the medical profession. Court failed to do and did not attempt to ascertain the significance of the omissions for the development of legal doctrines. 48 However, it could also be thought of as an early example of an empirical legal study, albeit one that was primarily descriptive. Topics covered by law reviews of course shift with the issues of the day-late 19th century reviews were preoccupied by issues concerning new technologies and the emerging strategy of the labor strikeand law reviews in 1950 were noticeably preoccupied by the aftermath of World War II and the efforts to establish a stable regime of international law. 49 By 1975, the landscape of law review publication had changed even more markedly, to the extent that the reviews more clearly resemble those of today.
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The last-established journals in my data set, the Duke Law Journal (originally the Duke Bar Journal) and the UCLA Law Review, had been publishing for twenty-four and twenty-two years respectively. Articles were longer, often necessitating lengthy tables of contents or abstracts-one in the Harvard Law Review on reform of administrative law ran to over 150 pages 51 -and there were more of them in most reviews. Articles in a given issue were more likely to be linked by a common theme. For example, the Pennsylvania Law Review had a particularly notable set of articles on the adversary system grouped around Judge Marvin Frankel's Cardozo lecture developing the contention that the adversary system "rates truth too low among the values that institutions of justice are meant to serve."
52 Duke published an extensive interdisciplinary symposium on medical malpractice. 53 Some of these theme issues reflected important events in the life of the law school, like Yale's sesquicentennial symposium in honor of seven professors at that school reaching retirement age at about that time. 54 Even a single case of significance such as the Supreme Court's split over affirmative action in law school admissions could generate a set of articles from different doctrinal and theoretical perspectives. 55 advancing a "new" or "novel" theory of the subject matter. 63 Some used data bases of legal cases, other data bases, or systematic interviews with legal actors 64 to shed light on doctrinal or practice shifts. 65 Others used business 66 or social science 67 methods to inform legal doctrines. Many authors publishing in the journals in my data set during this time period were on the equivalent of post-doctoral research fellowships or other kinds of short term appointments at law schools, positions structured to allow the time for extensive scholarly work. 68 Harvard continued its practices of publishing the Supreme Court Foreword, many student case notes, and fewer but longer articles. 69 Yale appears to have joined this tendency in 2000, including more book reviews and essays as well that were not classified as articles, but published considerably more articles in 2015. Michigan was devoting a full issue to a survey of books relating to the law, which were not classified as articles although many are quite substantive discussions of the books reviewed. 70 Iowa published by far the largest number of articles for a given year-forty-three-but the year featured several major symposia in honor of the law review's centennial. 71 Law review authorship also diversified internationally, including scholars from Germany, Israel, Canada, and China. 72 Perhaps the greatest 21st-century change in the law review publishing market is the entry of for-profit companies into management of the submission system. The bepress system was founded by academics in 1999; it runs the ExpressO 73 submission system. This system was acquired by the publishing giant Elsevier in 2017. 74 Its competitor Scholastica entered the market in 2011. 75 The vast rush of multiple submissions during set periods has grown exponentially in recent years, but the top law reviews appear to have remained largely above the fray, at least so far as can be ascertained from the data I collected.
Authorship-In addition to data about types of articles, I identified the gender and university of every article author in 2015. I collected this additional data in order to see the extent to which these potentially biasing factors might correlate with selection processes and indirectly to test the claim that law review editors who cannot adequately judge articles rely on biased reputational proxies. The data indicate that there is at least a correlation between gender and publication in the law reviews in my data set: 226 authors were male-named and 81 authors female-named. Two law schools with law reviews not in my data set-NYU and Chicago-stood out for the number of faculty members appearing as authors in the journals I surveyed. Most schools with reviews in my data set also had significant numbers of authors publishing in these reviews. However, many of these were publications by the author's home institution journal; law reviews clearly continue to showcase faculty at their host school along with faculty at other highly ranked schools. Seventy-six universities, one judge, two judicial clerks, one recent graduate of the law school, one governmental agency, and one non-profit were represented among the authors. These data clearly indicate that home institution plays a role; whether this is a problematic form of bias or integral to the function of law reviews within law schools is a question addressed in the final section.
II. PEER REVIEW AND MASKED REVIEW
"Peer reviewing" means reviewing by people of similar position and competence in the field. 76 While it is controversial and clearly has flaws as currently practiced, it is defended primarily as a form of quality control and merit-based judgment of selection, whether for articles, grant funding, or other evaluative judgments in the scholarly world. "Masked" reviewing is judged to further impartiality, so that selection may be based on the stipulated criteria rather than on some form of personal connection, reputation, or other basis for judgment thought to be improper. 77 Like peer review, masked review is likely to be imperfect-anonymity may be very difficult to ensure in many scholarly fields-and has flaws. This section outlines the advantages and concerns of each of these practices as they apply in the context of law reviews.
Peer Review-In the sciences, manuscript quality and impartial judgment are standard justifications for peer review.
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The peer review process is characterized as reflecting and setting standards for the field. 79 Ideally, the process should be constructive, providing criticism that can allow authors to improve their work before resubmissions or submissions to other outlets. Reviewers are expected to assess their competence and identify any problematic actual or apparent conflicts of interest before agreeing to do a review. Reviewers generally serve on a volunteer basis; the practice depends on the willingness of many academics to assume their fair share of the burdens of reviewing and to perform the function in a careful and timely way. Reviewers also are expected to respect the confidentiality of authors and the reviewing process and not to advantage themselves or others through what they learn from a review.
There are of course many ways such a trust-based system can go wrong. In small and highly competitive fields especially, reviewers may be able to identify competitors' work and seek to take opportunistic advantage of the situation with negative reviews, appropriation of ideas, or awareness of likely competitive developments in the field. Reviewers may make commerciallymotivated, biased, ideological, mean-spirited, ill-informed, or hasty judgments. Seniority bias, gender bias, and an overall conservative tendency may seriously impact or discriminate against novel voices or perspectives in a field. Negative results may be more difficult to publish. Reviewer selection may have significant effects on acceptance, especially when fields are controversial and contested. Peer review may be inefficient and publication may be significantly delayed as a result. 81 Studies have documented the continued likelihood that errors will persist despite the peer review process but also suggest that the process can be improved and contributes significantly to the overall quality of scientific publications.
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Journals today are experimenting with a variety of practices that are designed to address some of these issues with peer review. Some journals are experimenting with a variety of forms of open peer review, including posting potential articles for open commentary. 83 These and related proposals see peer review as part of a cooperative project for improving the quality of publications rather than as a merit-based selection process. They are especially concerned to address ways in which the lack of transparency may conceal bias. Finally, these efforts are part of more general movements towards open science.
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Masked Review-Single masked review conceals the identity of authors from reviewers. Its goal is to guard against various forms of bias, particularly gender bias, famous-person bias, and institutional-prestige bias. 85 Double masked review conceals both the identity of authors and the identity of reviewers. The identity of reviewers is masked to encourage independent and frank judgment, as well as to guard reviewers against special pleading, attack, reputational harm, and retaliation. Some journals may also mask editors from any knowledge of the identity of authors, relying on submission services or journal managers to maintain the identity separation until final publication decisions are made. Masked review is typically regarded as a complement to peer review, although the two practices could be separated.
Like peer review, masked reviewing is imperfect. Identity may be difficult to conceal, particularly in fields with recognizable research programs or 81 Although this particular study did not find gender was statistically significant as a predictor of submission acceptance, it did conclude that the literature overall supports a bias in favor of male authors when author gender is known or inferred. 87 Full transparency may help to counter these effects, as gender bias may become apparent in a continuing discursive practice; on the other hand, with full openness commentary may become diffuse and difficult to assess.
Law Reviews, Peer Review, and Masked Review-Law reviews have remained largely apart from peer and masked reviewing and these controversies. Some more specialized journals peer review but do not mask.
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The South Carolina Law Review has experimented with peer review as an effort to help student editors make better selection decisions. 89 However, the effort to generalize this practice no longer appears to have an active website and the current submission information for the review does not indicate the possibility of peer review. 90 Of the journals reviewed in the snapshot above, the Harvard Law Review and the Yale Law Journal have explicit author instructions requiring anonymity in order to ensure that reviewing is masked. 91 There are law reviews beyond the snapshot that state explicitly that they may peer review and that, if they do so, they will double mask the reviewing process. 92 Most journals included in the snapshot make clear that they are student edited and that students make decisions about publications; for example, the Stanford Law Review states explicitly, "The Law Review is operated entirely by Stanford Law School students and is fully independent of faculty and administration review or supervision. Student Law Review editors select, edit, and publish articles and notes on the cutting edge of legal scholarship. They are trained to critically and comprehensively evaluate submissions." 93 The Columbia Law Review "strongly prefers" peer review but "contingent on piece-selection time frames and other extenuating circumstances."
94 Several other law reviews in this group may use some form of peer evaluation but do not include this in their information for authors. The Marquette Law Review, in which this Essay is published, has information for prospective authors that does not include either peer or masked review.
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As described in the snapshot, law reviews were typically established by students and seen as part of the student educational process. They were not initially designed to be academic journals publishing original research. Rather, they were designed to be what their titles suggest: reviews of the law in the service of their school's alumni or members of the bench and bar who might be expected to read them. They published syntheses of areas of the law or discussions of recent decisions. In an age in which electronic searches of legal data bases were not yet possible, they called attention to decisions that might otherwise have been missed. They also published a variety of reflections on law that would today be characterized as "jurisprudence" or "legal theory." Only rarely did they publish interdisciplinary work.
As such reports of the law, law reviews were governed by a certain kind of authority. They needed to report cases accurately, so the lawyers and judges could rely on the reports they gave. This concept of authority was a great fit for training students, especially in accurate citation and in close reading of cases. But it is a poor fit even for doctrinal scholarship as practiced today is careful analysis and argument. (Of course, inaccurate citation is not a good thing; it is just that accurate citation isn't the primary feature of a good article. It's a presupposition.) Second, accuracy in the citations provided is not a measure of the breadth or depth of the author's analysis. An author might have authority for a particular claim but miss how the claim is undermined by an entire area of thought that the author ignores. Third, and relatedly, even a string citation without an explanation of the methodology used in selecting the citations can serve merely to reinforce an ideological position rather than to provide evidence that has some claim to objectivity. As Baude, Chilton & Malani point out, there may be an entire range of authority that is ignored-and the omission of which passes unrecognized-if a single citation or even a string of citations is taken as support for a doctrinal claim when the methodology of how the citation was selected is unclear. 96 Student editors who have had two years of law school may be poorly equipped to identify such gaps . 97 They are even more likely to be unable to assess adequately the increasing use of methodologies drawn from other disciplines in law review scholarly publications.
In one influential survey, law review editors reported a tendency to rely on authorial credentials when making selection decisions. 98 The authors of the survey hypothesize that reliance on reputation as a proxy is particularly likely when students lack expertise. 99 It is not entirely clear, however, that the data bear this out. In my survey, authors from eighty different venues, including judicial clerkships, law schools, and university departments outside the law school, published articles in these journals in 2015. What is noticeable is that some law schools were significantly overrepresented, although this can be at least partially explained by the tendency of law reviews to publish articles by faculty members at their own institutions.
Thus there are clear quality and bias issues with current law review article selection processes. Peer review or masking, norms in other disciplines, might help despite their flaws. I have not been able to find published accounts of the apparent demise of the South Carolina experiment with peer review, although I would hypothesize from statements on many law review websites that the severe time pressures under which the review process operates and the flood of multiple submissions, combined with the lack of an enforcement regime, would undermine efforts by any single law review to move significantly to peer review. Masking author identity, however, might be more achievable by law reviews acting on their own. I now put these findings in the context of the changing nature of legal education and the roles of legal scholarship.
III. LAW REVIEWS AND THE CHANGING NATURE OF LEGAL EDUCATION
Legal education today is under significant pressures, to state the obvious. In response to the recession and precipitous declines in available jobs particularly in law firms, law schools have been extensively criticized by professional organizations and by students. Several schools have closed, others have been chastised by the ABA for admitting students who are unlikely to succeed, and many have cut back the size of their entering class in response to declining numbers of applicants judged to be qualified. 100 ABA reports have highlighted what are identified as gaps between the legal academy and the practice of law.
101 ABA accreditation standards now emphasize the role of law schools in teaching professionalism and engaging students in experiential learning. 102 However, despite complex attention to learning outcomes, assessment, opportunities for experiential and pro bono activities, and even writing requirements, the ABA Standards are silent with regard to the role and potential contributions of law reviews to the changing world of law schools.
Students, too, have been highly critical of current law school practices. As reflected in the litigation that has been brought against several law schools, the students' primary concerns are misrepresentation of placement records coupled with high levels of student debt. 103 focused on ability to pass the bar and the costs of the degree, which makes economic if not necessarily educational sense. 104 These moves towards practical and experiential learning have also placed pressure on law faculty. The ABA standards for faculty with respect to scholarship state only that faculty should meet the expectations of their respective schools. 105 Chief Justice Roberts' comment that most law faculty scholarship is irrelevant drew ire 106 and appears not to reflect his actual citation practice. 107 Yet concerns that tenure standards for law faculty are stiffening, either covertly or overtly, appear regularly in law faculty blogs. 108 Changes towards experiential learning place cross-pressures on faculty, too: needs for changes in course design and pedagogical techniques, teaching that is more labor intensive, and increased teaching responsibilities. Law reviews could be brought far more to the center in these conflicts, in ways that are revealed by the snapshot above. From their beginning, law reviews played an important role in active engagement of law students in learning the law. Although for some law reviews the practice was the independence of student editors from the beginning, this was not uniform; at all law reviews faculty were involved in the production of the material published in article form. These roles have not been lost entirely in recent years, as several law review centennial celebrations reveal. In reflecting on the origin of the Columbia Law Review on the occasion of its 100th anniversary, Barbara Aronstein Black attributed its formation to "[a] certain intellectual restiveness, a sense of needing more than is provided by their school's formal curriculuma phenomenon familiar enough to us today." 109 The Nonetheless, these educational roles of law reviews have been obscured in the recent controversies. What follows are some suggestions about how they could be recovered and developed in the current climate of legal education. First, despite the prevalence of electronic search engines and web communication tools such as Scotusblog, 111 there remains room for the digesting function with which law reviews began. Search engines are literal tools; they do not pull together materials based on whether they are particularly innovative or relevant for lawyers or public policy makers in a given jurisdiction. They are also responsive rather than proactive; they require those who are interested to perform the search rather than calling the material to their attention. Yet what used to be legislative or statutory notes have largely disappeared from the current law review landscape, as the snapshot reveals. An exception to this is the Harvard Law Review, which continues to publish notes on cases, statutes, and other legal developments without an identified author.
Recovering this informative function of law reviews could provide students with important research and writing experiences, ideally in conjunction with faculty experts in a given area of law. A publication challenge is that the value of such information is likely time-limited. A response to this challenge is that publication of a separate online journal has now become common for many law reviews. 112 This is not, however, the primary function of these online venues, which largely feature replies to articles published in the law review, commentary on recent controversies, or articles of more limited scope by scholars. Student work or recent developments are infrequent, either in the online venue or in the law review itself. Only one of the journals in my snapshot published writings identifiable with student authors at a rate that indicated more than a third of the 3L students were published.
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There are unexplored opportunities for law reviews to bring students and faculty together to publish timely materials of this sort in an online format; these publications also could have the advantage of reliability that blog posts often do not.
Second, law reviews might be forthright about their role as venues to showcase the law schools that publish them. Originally, law reviews aimed to put forth the work of their faculty and students. As the data in my snapshot indicate, law reviews still quite clearly are an outlet for faculty at their institution. One criticism of this practice is that it is favoritism: students selecting articles likely feel pressures to publish those by the faculty who teach them. 114 However, this criticism loses significant force if the practice is explicit-that is, if it is clear that decisions to publish home institution writings are not made through the merit selection method that external evaluation or masked review attempt to achieve and instead are deliberately made in a way that reflects affiliation and is designed to showcase local faculty. To be sure, 113 . Iowa published at a rate equivalent to just over 70% of the 3L membership. The remainder ranged from 19% to 31%. The following chart illustrates: to the extent that law schools publish reviews that are highly rated, faculty at these schools would have an advantage. This advantage would add to the other advantages, including connections and resources, that faculty at highly-ranked law schools already have. The advantage could be tempered, however, by the explicit recognition that publication reflects affiliation rather than the pretense that it does not. Reviews of faculty for promotion or tenure could take this fact into account as appropriate in the standards of the institution in question.
Law review publication of articles by local faculty has the additional advantage of easy interchange between faculty and student editors. Rather than the process of detaching student editing from article authors, it might encourage discursive interactions that would benefit students, faculty, and the work ultimately published. Symposium issues, which are proliferating and which typically also involve invitations to publish rather than peer or masked submission processes, could also benefit from increased faculty-student interaction. Students could work with faculty to select problems, identify contributors, and even develop their own shorter contributions. Increased interaction of students in the article production process thus is another way that law reviews might contribute to experiential learning.
These two suggestions-renewed emphasis on legal updates and facultystudent interaction in the article production process-are not at all radical; indeed, they harken back to the earlier days of at least some law reviews. They have the advantages of integrating law review experience into student learning and of promoting transparency about the relationship between law reviews and their home institutions. Neither addresses the further question of where, and how, other law faculty scholarship should be assessed and published, however. Indeed, to the extent that they take up space in law reviews that is currently allocated to articles, they could make already scarce publication venues even less available. Several approaches to this further question are possible.
A first approach is for law reviews to continue to publish articles in the same way and at the same rate, taking advantage of online venues to reduce publication costs. This article section would not include writings by those affiliated with the law school in question, which would be separately identified. This approach would keep outside opportunities the same and clarify that home institution writings are subject to a different entry process. It would not, however, address other issues of fair selection, such as a bias in favor of institutional reputation or the inexperience of student selectors. Nor would it use article selection and publication to address the separation between law review experiences and other learning experiences that exists at many law schools.
A second approach would change the process for selecting external articles at the law school level. Submissions would be masked, and students and faculty would be expected to interact in the selection process, so that students can learn how to judge articles from faculty who are expert in the field. This approach appears to exist at several of the journals included in my snapshot. 115 It has the advantage of bringing expertise into selection. It also might bring students and faculty further together and help students to learn how to understand and evaluate law review articles in light of what is good work in a field-a skill that could be helpful to them in later using law review articles in legal practice. It would also give law schools a stake in how the law reviews they publish reflect on their reputation; law schools might come to be associated with law reviews that are particularly excellent in a given area, for example. Law reviews that do not rely entirely on student editors are more likely to move away from accepting articles that are submitted to many reviews at once and to insist that articles be submitted and evaluated on a more year-round basis than in a pressurized submission season. A final advantage of this approach is that it can be achieved on the level of individual law schools. This approach does have some disadvantages, particularly increased faculty time commitments and responsibilities and the risk that student initiative and learning will be marginalized if faculty take over reviews.
To the extent that the role of law reviews changes at individual law schools, other changes may follow. Faculty publication in home institution venues may be valued less highly, even if the review is highly regarded overall; the result might be increased pressures to establish fully peer reviewed law reviews. Professional organizations, such as the AALS or AALS sections might take responsibility for journals in particular subject areas-as The Law and Society Review 116 functions today. As they re-evaluate the role of law reviews in legal education, law schools hopefully will contribute to this debate.
Conclusion-The current structure of law reviews is deeply problematic. It does not serve students, law faculty, or legal scholarship very well. There is much to learn from the early development and changes in law reviews over the years to inform law schools as they reevaluate the role of their journals in the education they provide their students and in the lives of their faculty.
